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2.2.1 Alternative 1 - No Build 
 
The No Build alternative would not address any portion of the project purpose and need. This 
alternative would not accomplish the goal of improving the area’s ability to meet future travel needs. 
System operations would continue to worsen as travel demands increase.  From an engineering, 
socioeconomic and environmental standpoint this alternative would have the least amount of impact. 
 
2.2.2 Alternative 2 - Transportation Systems Management/Transportation Demand 

Management (TSM/TDM) Alternative 
 
The TSM/TDM alternatives could provide some functionality benefits along the corridor, but not to an 
extent that these improvements alone would adequately address all the elements of the purpose and 
need.  From an engineering, socioeconomic and environmental standpoint this alternative would have 
near the same impact as the No Build alternative with the exception of new construction and right-of-
way costs, constructability issues, and a potentially negative impact to existing businesses during 
construction. 
 
2.2.3 Alternative 3 – Build Improvements on Existing Alignment 
 
Of all the alternatives this alternative would best address all the elements of the purpose and need.  
From an engineering, socioeconomic and environmental standpoint this alternative would have more 
impacts than either the No Build alternative or the TSM/TDM alternative. However, when compared to 
the other Build alternatives this alternative would have substantially lower right of way costs, be more 
difficult to maintain existing traffic during construction, be more compatible with current land use trends, 
have fewer displacements, have a negative impact to existing businesses during construction but have 
a positive long-term impact on existing businesses and overall fewer environmental impacts than a new 
facility on a new location. 
 
2.2.4 Alternative 4 – Build New Parallel Facility to the North 
 
Although this alternative would largely address the elements of the project purpose and need, an 
alignment offset along the northern edge of the study boundary would result in extremely high right of 
way costs, including many residential and business displacements, as well as more negative impacts to 
the environment in previously undisturbed areas. 
 
2.2.5 Alternative 5 – Build New Parallel Facility to the South 
 
Although this alternative would largely address the elements of the project purpose and need, an 
alignment offset along the southern edge of the study boundary would result in extremely high right of 
way costs, including many residential and business displacements, as well as more negative impacts to 
the environment in previously undisturbed areas. 
 

2.3 Reasonable Alternative Retained for Detailed Analysis 
 
Based on the analysis of the initial alternatives and level of analysis required for a Type II Categorical 
Exclusion, Alternative 3 is the only Reasonable Alternative to be carried forward for detailed analysis.  
Three variations of Alternative 3 will be discussed in the detailed analysis in Section 3.  The detailed 
analysis will include a comprehensive look at intersection types and locations, access management 
possibilities, and a Practical Design evaluation of the proposed horizontal and vertical alignments. 




